Backgrounds/Aims: Liver resection is a curative procedure performed worldwide for hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). Deciding on the appropriate resection range for postoperative hepatic function preservation is an important surgical consideration. This study compares survival outcomes of HCC patients who underwent anatomical or non-anatomical resection, to determine which offers the best clinical survival benefit. Methods: One hundred and thirty-one patients underwent liver resection with HCC, between January 2007 and February 2015, and were divided into two groups: those who underwent anatomical liver resection (n=88) and those who underwent non-anatomical liver resection (n=43). Kaplan-Meier survival analysis and Cox regressions were used to compare the disease-free survival (DFS) and overall survival (OS) rates between the groups. Results: The mean follow-up periods were 27 and 40 months in the anatomical and non-anatomical groups, respectively (p=0.229). The 3-and 5-year DFS rates were 70% and 60% in the anatomical group and 62% and 48% in the non-anatomical group, respectively. The 3 and 5-year OS rates were 94% and 78% in the anatomical group, and 86% and 80% in the non-anatomical group, respectively. The anatomical group tended to show better outcomes, but the findings were not significant. However, a relative risk of OS between the anatomical and non-anatomical group was 0.234 (95% CI, 0.061-0.896; p=0.034), which is statistically significant. Conclusions: Although statistical significance was not detected in survival curves, anatomical resection showed better results. In this respect, anatomical resection is more likely to perform in HCC patients with preserve liver function than non-anatomical resection. 
INTRODUCTION
Liver resection is a curative procedure performed worldwide for hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC).
1 Anatomical resection is an especially effective curative treatment; however, massive anatomical liver resection can be difficult to execute in patients with existing liver conditions, such as hepatitis or hepatic cirrhosis. In the Korean population, one study reports that 74.6% of HCC patients were positive of Hepatitis B virus (HBV) and 9.3% were positive of hepatitis C virus (HCV). 2 Further, it is predicted that one-third of cirrhotic liver patients will develop HCC. 3 Because of this, to preserve liver function, there are cases in which limited liver resection is performed, irrespective of the anatomical structure of the liver. 4, 5 Because recurrence is common after HCC surgery, hepatic function at the time of recurrence is critical to determine the survival rate after recurrence. In particular, mortality after liver surgery can result from not only recurrence, but also decreased hepatic function and exacerbation of existing liver disease. 6 Therefore, deciding on the appropriate resection range for preservation of postoperative hepatic function is important to make informed surgical treatment decision.
From oncological and anatomical perspectives, anatomical liver resection is theoretically superior to non-anatomical liver resection, however clinical studies have failed to show any differences in survival benefit between them.
7-9
The present study examined 131 cases of liver resection performed by the authors with the aim of comparing disease-free survival (DFS) and overall survival (OS) be-tween anatomical and non-anatomical resection, in order to determine which offers the best survival benefits. Histology was compared using Edmondson-Steiner grading. 12 
MATERIALS AND METHODS

Patients
Statistical analyses
Clinical characteristics and perioperative factors between the anatomical and non-anatomical groups were analyzed using an independent sample t-test. DFS and OS were analyzed using the Kaplan-Meier method and the relative ratio was analyzed using the Cox regression model. Statistical analyses were conducted using SPSS software (version 19, SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL).
RESULTS
Patient characteristics are shown in Table 1 . There were no significant differences in age, sex, total bilirubin, tumor number or PT-INR between the groups. In addition, platelet counts and serum albumin levels were statistically different; however, there was no difference in liver function of between the results of the two groups. Nevertheless, tumor size in the anatomical group was significantly larger than that in the non-anatomical group (p=0.004). Most patients had chronic hepatitis or cirrhosis as an underlying disease and most were hepatitis B virus positive. Histologic grades in all patients were mostly grade II or III. The majority of patients had TNM stage I or II disease. Alfa-fetoprotein levels were not evaluated in all patients, although there appeared to be no significant differences in patients whose levels were measured between the groups. The mean follow-up periods were 27 and 40 months in the anatomical and non-anatomical groups, respectively (p=0.229). As shown in Fig. 1 , the 3-and 5-year DFS rates were 70% and 60% in the anatomical group and 62% and 48% in the non-anatomical group, respectively. The 3 and 5-year OS rates were 94% and 78% in the anatomical group and 86% and 80% in the non-anatomical group, respectively. Although, the anatomical group tended to have better DFS and OS outcomes, the differences between the groups were not significant.
Univariate analysis of relative risk was performed on the perioperative factors analyzed ( Table 2 ). For DFS, total bilirubin and platelet counts were significant predictors. However, a multivariate analysis showed that total bilirubin was a significant predictor of DFS (Table   3 ). In addition, a relative risk (RR) of DFS between the anatomical and non-anatomical groups was 0.804 (95% confidence interval [CI], 0.423-1.529; p=0.506), which is not statistically significant (Fig. 2) . Serum albumin, tumor number, tumor size, stage and alfa-fetoprotein (AFP) were significant predictors of OS in univariate analysis.
Furthermore, a multivariate analysis showed that serum albumin and stage were also significant predictors. RR of OS between the anatomical and non-anatomical groups was 0.234 (95% CI, 0.061-0.896; p=0.034), which is statistically significant (Fig. 2) .
In subjects with a single tumor, anatomical resection groups showed better overall survival in the graph, however, there was no statistical difference of two groups (Fig. 3) . 
DISCUSSION
Liver resection is a curative procedure for HCC. In particular, eradication of intrahepatic metastasis occurring via vascular invasion is one of the most important considerations. Therefore, the non-anatomic approach is dis- advantageous when considered from the standpoint of intrahepatic metastasis eradication. 13 Retrospective studies report that a three year survival rate with anatomical resection is better than with limited non-anatomical resection.
14 However, only a few patients with HCC undergo liver resection because of poor liver function such as cirrhosis, chronic liver disease, and the difficulty in predicting postoperative liver failure. 4, 5 Although anatomical resection for HCC treatment is being recommended more often, 13, 15 recently conducted studies fail to demonstrate any distinct differences in DFS or OS between anatomical resection and non-anatomical resection. [7] [8] [9] Furthermore, some surgeons prefer to leave a greater portion of parenchyma of functional unit, such as in non-anatomic resection because most tumors arise in cirrhotic livers. 16 In other studies, non-anatomical resection is equal to anatomical resection and in some cases, non-anatomical hepatic resection is recommended over anatomical resection. 17, 18 Some studies indicate that very restrictive patient selection is required to perform anatomical resection.
Although it is especially recommended for Child-Pugh class A patients 19 or non-cirrhotic liver 20 patient groups, it is reported that there is no difference in the improvement of survival or recurrence rates compared with those after non-anatomical resection in these patients. 15 From an operative results perspective, although securing the resection margin is more difficult in non-anatomical resection compared with anatomical resection, 7 the resection volume of the normal liver parenchyma may be bigger in some anatomical resection cases. This suggests that a smaller liver volume can be removed to achieve the same margin status in cases of non-anatomical resection, which may be more favorable for postoperative liver function. 21 Takano et al. 7 report that partial resection is associated with a reduced frequency of operative complications, more so than anatomical resection, although there were no differences in morbidity rates between them. In addition, they demonstrated that non-anatomical resection offered more benefits in terms of hepatic paren- In the present study, the anatomical resection group showed better DFS and OS outcomes than the non-anatomical resection group, although the results of DFS and OS were not statistically significant. Further, the anatomical resection group showed results that are more beneficial in relative risk of OS. The reason there is no statistical difference may be due to the difference between the follow-up periods of the two groups. However, liver function of our patients was well preserved after the patients underwent liver resection. Furthermore, there were no major differences in clinical characteristics and perioperative factors between the two groups. Therefore, if there was no difference in the follow-up period, we can expect that anatomical resection can provide better survival outcomes when there are no major differences in under-lying liver conditions and well preserved liver function.
The tumor number and TNM stage in the relative risk of overall survival showed significant results in the univariate study. However, tumor number in the multivariate analysis was not statistically significant. If the number of tumors is more diverse, it is expected to have a significantly better result.
As described above, our study had limitations. First, there was a large discrepancy in the mean follow-up duration between the groups. Second, the sample size was small. Nevertheless, we believe that significant results can be derived in longer-term studies with a greater number of patients.
In conclusion, although statistical significance was not detected in survival curves, anatomical resection showed better results. In this respect, anatomical resection should be considered before non-anatomical resection for HCC patients with well-preserved liver function.
